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As mentioned in the attached draft Reglonal guidance document, the choze & unfitered or
‘irered data from groundwater monitoring wells is critical to the development of sc-enticaly and
technically sound risk vajues. While the guidance outlines several issues of concam. 1 emphases
that ciose interaction with trained hydrogeciogists is imperative.

Oftentimes, risk assassors need 10 extrapolale monttoring well cata 10 a swenario in which
residents might dnrk the groundwater. Since residents generally do not fitar thew waldr Cnor 10
grinking and not all onsite grounawater is used for drinking, data from montoing welis s neeced o
cefine the nsk 10 3 fiture resident. For :hese reasons, 1axicologists ganerally ag-ed that ¢ is most
surtable to default to untfitered data from monitoring wells whenever possible.

However, we are all aware that thers are times when eithar the catatase is Lmited or other
considerations make t necessary to evaluate the useaoility of data obtained from M ec sampies
(using the standard 0.45.»pore 8iz8). In this regard, the toxicologist must be aware of which
hyQroQeciogic issues May impact his/Mer assessment so that they may be prompted to oblain
appropriate clrection from their hydrogeciogist counterparts.

Some of the recurring issues of concem which cross both taxicological ard Fydrogeciogical
disciplines are isted beiow. In genaral. they reler 10 Ihese ‘other considerations’ which would require
evaiuation of the useabiilty of fitered data If thess questions are indesd answerab!e. perhaps a how-
10 issue paper from the Forum which directs toxicologisss on the implications of thair choics of
useabie data might be appropriate. This might allow tha toxicologist to rely on something tangible
which rgflects a consensus opirwon from a fellow discipline.

o I3 the 0.45.atier size appropriate for all aquiters”? Is there a way ¢ ava Jate fithis sze s
NAPPIOPMate and what sze would be best for the agquier baing mon~c;el? Are thesd
procedares resksiic gven the RIFS time frame and cost restrict.ons”?

. mﬁc drinking waler or other standards for turbidity measuraments which reflect toral
suspended solids rather than bacterial colony densties? Would tota: dissoived solics be a
better messure of the dnnkability of the water?

¢ Target metals cited in Region il nsk assessment guidance irclude mangarase, ron ard

aluminum? Large aiscrepancies between unfitered ard fitered catassts from the same well
mark this Cata as suspect. Are these metais sunable 83 target metals? What should e an

alowable magnitude of the giscrepancy?
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e Shoud we evaiLa'é only pH as an endpoint ‘ol ‘aggressne’ naer? What simer para—ailcs
ugn De respons.oie for comas.on of rgs.dent.a well C3sINgs o sacring from natural
lormanons?

o What 8 an appropriate range 10 ascass f the sCreendd inte~val of @ mortoring wedl provicas
sutficient y+ald for resicential use? Can we assess perched aguters f the yield 1s sufficiert? Co
we know from ore or two sampling rounds dunng tha Ri/FS 4 tne yield is sutfcient, 1.0
‘rgpragentative’ of the aquileriwatar source in ques:ion?

o Can we use Groundwater aquifer classificalions to aid risk asscssment Jecsicn making? Are
there ary aquiers that are class 37 Does a ming pool constitite class 37

! admit that questons such as those posed above may not have easy answers, hcwever trere

appears 10 be @ nged amaong toxicologists tor written guidance which reprgsgnts somae form of
consensus opinion on these 1ssues. | thank the Forum for providing the opporiuntty 10 panticipate in
the workgroup and raise these 13sues of concem. Our continued coopdration in this effort will
hopefully lead 10 some promising resLits.
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